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Donna R. Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: PETITION F R RULE MAKING
RM-7869....

Dear Ms.

Please find enclosed one original and five copies of my comments
on the above captioned matter. Sufficient copies are enclosed to
insure each Commissioner receives a copy.

Respec\fully submitted,

~ J' A OJ ...
~~;;~~~-~~~~;-0T~---~---
10448 Nutmeg Street
Cucamonga, CA 91730
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RECEIVED

DEC 261991

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, DC 20554

Federal CommuntealloOs t;ommlSsfor
9ff'Mle 01 the Secretary

In the Matter of:
Amendment of Part 97 of the
Commissions Rules Governing
Amateur Radio Services
Regarding Repeater and
Auxiliary Operation in the
1.25 Meter Band

To: The Commission

RECEIVED

FCC MAIL BD
dANG/-!

PETITION FOR RULE MAKING

I Terrill J. Coker, AA6LG, hereby respectfully submit my request

to the Federal Communications Commission to NOT take action on

this Petition for Rule Making, RM-7869, as submitted by the

American Radio Relay League.

Due to the loss of the lower 2 Megahertz of the 1.25 meter

amateur band a search for operating frequency for the various

Amateur users of the band became necessary, to compensate for the

Here in Southern California the members of the 220 Spectrum

Management Association had a vote of it's members to determine
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their desire as how the remaining frequencies in the 1.25 meter

band would be allocated for the Southern California area. This

association is recognized among amateurs in the Southern

California area as the Coordinating Body for frequency usage in

the 1.25 meter band.

This agreed upon band plan did not include 150Khz at the lower

end of the band where repeater inputs were not allowed, as the

American Radio Relay League is seeking in RM-7869.

The vast majority of users of 1.25 meters in this area are FM

repeater users. The band plan voted on by the members of the 220

Spectrum Management Association reflected our desire that the

repeater pairs existing at that time remain for FM repeaters. The

band plan submitted by the ARRL in RM-7869 does away with the

input frequencies of several popular repeaters in this area.

It is my belief that the American Radio Relay League does not

speak for me, or the other members of the 220 SMA with it's

proposed band plan.

The usage of 1.25 meters by modes other than FM repeaters does

not justify a protected 150khz portion of this band.
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Please return RM-7689 to the American Radio Relay League without

taking action on it for the League's reconsideration

as to the proper allocation of the 1.25 meter band based upon

actual usage and the desires of the users-- all of the users.

Up until the League's submission of RM-7689 to the Commission,

the Leagues pUblished attitude toward the usage of the 1.25 Meter

Band was that frequency allocation should be done by local

Coordinating Commitee. This was published after the loss of the
:.'t~':--S~ ~~:'''~'~::l''~ ~\ ~(, ~)~-;

.__ ut'owa:Y.. ~ ,:tIIl;I~" pf the band to eIther services. Please let allbcat ion
:-..; e;.J \. ..l' :'•.., ,'- ~ ,,,,""

..2.t..t.h.fit.-~efltt!li·ning frequencies e,f this band remain in local
,.,.. _-~".'--

control. All users will be protected and the best balance based

upon concensus and actual usage will be found. The League's

proposal is too general and does not reflect the actual usage of

the band by today's Radio Amateurs, especially in the large

population centers of the United States.

Respectfully Submitted

Decemb.er 20, .1~

~.~ker, AA6LG

10448 Nutmeg St.
Cucamonga, CA 91730
7 14-'380-1844
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